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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Final Office Action dated 
November 03. 2005, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on 
February 03, 2006. Please reconsider the claims pending in the application for reasons 
discussed below. 

Claims 1-15, 17-24, 38-42, and 44-50 remain pending in the application and are 
shown above. Claims 2-4, 7, 16-17, 25-41, and 43-45 have been cancelled by 
Applicant. Claims 1-15, 17-24, 38-42, and 44-50 are rejected by the Examiner. 
Reconsideration of the rejected claims is requested for reasons presented below. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USC § 102 

Claims 1-3, 9, 12, 15, 20, 22, 38-42, 45-48 and 50 stand rejected under 35 USC 
§ 102 as being anticipated by Haby, U.S. Patent No. 3,902,385. The Examiner states 
that Haby does not disclose "an actuator having spindles." Claims 1,15, and 42 have 
been amended and include a spindle. Thus, the reference cited by the Examiner does 
not teach, show, or suggest a spindle as disclosed in amended claim 1,15. and 42 and 
claims 5, 6, 8-14, 18-24, and 46-50 which depend therefrom. Thus, Applicant submits 
that claims 1, 5, 6, 8-15, 18-24, 42, and 46-50 are in condition for allowance and 
respectfully requests allowance of the same. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 USC §103 

Claims 4, 5, 17, 18, 21, and 44 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Haby, (U.S. Patent No. 3,902,385) in view of Pietras (5,167,173). 
The Examiner states that it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Haby with a spindle 
actuating means, as taught by Pietras for ease of operation, or for economical reasons. 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 
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In order to establish a prima facie case of obviousness based on the prior art, the 
Examiner must show some "objective teaching in the prior art or that Icnowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary sicill in the art would lead that individual to 
combine the relevant teachings of the references." In re Fritch . 972 F.2d 1260. 23 
USPQ2d 1780, 1783 (Fed. Cir. 1992). The mere fact that the prior art may be modified 
in the manner suggested by the Examiner does not make the modification obvious 
unless the prior art suggested the desirability of the modification." Jd- at 1783-84. 
Moreover, "it is impermissible to use the claimed invention as an instruction manual or 
'template' to piece together the teachings of the prior art so that the claimed invention is 
rendered obvious." id. at 1784. 

Regarding claims 1,15, and 42 the Examiner states that It would have been 
obvious to modify the invention of Haby with a spindle actuating means, as taught by 
Pietras for ease of operation, or for economical reasons. Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. The Examiner has failed to provide an objective teaching in the 
prior art that would lead to a combination of the references. Neither of the references 
suggest that the invention thereof is not easy to use or not economically feasible. 
Further regarding claims 1,15, and 42, the spindle 15 disclosed in Pietras operates the 
jaw 7 as shown in Figure 1 , not the housing 2 or gate 9. Therefore, the references cited 
by the Examiner neither alone or in combination disclose a second actuator to cause 
the first and second gripping members to engage the tubular, wherein the second 
actuator comprises a spindle as disclosed in amended claim 1, and daims 5, 6, and 8- 
14 which depend therefrom. Nor do the references disclose a first actuator causes the 
first and second gripping members to move toward and away from one another, wherein 
the first actuator comprises a spindle as disclosed in amended claim 15, or daims 18-24 
which depend therefrom. Nor do the references disclose moving the first gripping 
member toward the second gripping member through use of a first actuator wherein the 
first actuator is a spindle rotated to move the first gripping member as disdosed in 
amended daim 42 and claims 46-50 which depend therefrom. Thus. Applicant submits 
that daims 1, 5, 6, 8-15, 18-24, 42, and 46-50 are in condition for allowance and 
respectfully requests allowance of the same. 
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Conclusion 



The secondary references made of record are noted. However, it is believed that 
the secondary references are no more pertinent to the Applicant's disclosure than the 
primary references cited in the Final Office Action. Therefore, Applicant believes that a 
detailed discussion of the secondary references Is not necessary for a full and complete 
response to this Final Office Action. 

Having addressed all issues set out in the Final Office Action, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully 
request that the claims be allowed. In conclusion, the references cited by the Examiner, 
alone or in combination, do not teach, show, or suggest the invention as claimed. 

Respectfully submitted. 

William B. Patterson 
Registration No. 34,102 
Patterson & Sheridan. L.L.P, 
3040 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 1 500 
Houston, TX 77056 
Telephone: (713) 623-4844 
Facsimile: (713)623-4846 
Attorney for Applicant 
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